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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Election/Restriction filed on 6/6/2006. 
Applicant elected Group I, claims 1-1 1 and 16-19 in page 2 of Remark is acknowledged. Group 
II, claims 12-15 are withdrawn from further consideration by the Examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b) as 
being drawn to a non-elected. Therefore, Claims 1-11 and 16-19 are present for examination. 
Claims 12-15 are pending. 

2. Claims 1-1 1 and 16-19 are rejected. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 1/20/2004 was filed being 
considered by the examiner. 

From the IDS submitted, 2 NPL documents were not included. Therefore, 2 
missing documents were not considered by the Examiner as indicated in the PTO-1449 forms. 

Preliminary Amendment 

4. The preliminary amendment submitted on 1/23/2003 was filed and acknowledged by the 
examiner. 

Drawings 

5. Figures 1-3 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because only that 
which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). 

Corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be 
labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any 
portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
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be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Regarding Claim 18, this claim recites the limitation "predetermined portion" in line 3. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 19 is also rejected by virtue of its dependency to claim 18. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

9. Claims 1-3, 9 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Non 
Patent Literate "Spoken Documents: Creating Searchable Archives from Continuous Audio", 
published by System Sciences, 2000, January 4-7, 2000, pp. 9, written by Kubala et al. (hereafter 
Kubala). 

Claims 1 and 9: 
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Regarding Claim 1, Kubala disclose a method of creating labels for clusters of 
documents, comprising: 

identifying topics associated with the documents in the clusters, as an Identifinder 
name-entity extraction system (Kubala: col. 6, Ins. 10-25; col. 8, Ins. 1 1-16); 
determining whether the topics are associated with at least half of the documents 
in the clusters, as a response is half-correct when the label is correct (Kubula: col. 
5,1ns. 34-48; col. 8, Ins. 11-16); 

adding ones of the topics that are associated with at least half of the documents in 
the clusters to cluster lists, as to add more topics for the topic classifier (Kubula: 
col. 8, Ins. 11-16; col.14, Ins. 29-33; col. 15, Ins. 1-10); and 
forming labels for the clusters from the cluster lists, as an identification system to 
cluster and give a unique name (Kubala: col. 5, Ins. 21-32). 
Claim 9 is also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 1 . 
Claim 2: 

Regarding Claim 2, Kubula discloses the method wherein the identifying topics includes: 
using a probabilistic Hidden Markov Model to determine the topics (Kubula: col. 6, Ins. 10-25). 
Claim 3: 

Regarding Claim 3, Kubula discloses the method wherein the forming labels includes: 
ranking the ones of the topics (Kubula: col. 6, Ins. 37-49), and 

placing the ones of the topics in the labels in ranked order (Kubula: col. 7, Ins. 1 8-26; col. 
8, Ins. 1-9). 
Claim 16: 
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Regarding Claim 16, Kubula discloses a topic detection system, comprising: 

a decision engine configured to, as a Rough'n'Ready system (Kubula: col. 4, Ins. 37-44): 

receive a plurality of documents, as a large quantity of documents (Kubula: col. 9, 
Ins. 46-51; col. 10, Ins. 1-2), and 

group the documents into a plurality of clusters (Kubula: col. 10, Ins. 3-18); and 
a label engine configured to: 

identify topics associated with the documents in the clusters, as an Identifinder 
name-entity extraction system (Kubala: col. 6, Ins. 10-25; col. 8, Ins. 11-16);, 

determine whether the topics are associated with at least half of the documents in 
the clusters, as a response is half-correct when the label is correct (Kubula: col. 5, Ins. 34- 
48; col. 8, Ins. 11-16); and 

form labels for the clusters using ones of the topics that are associated with at 
least half of the documents in the clusters, as an identification system to cluster and give 
a unique name (Kubala: col. 5, Ins. 21-32). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
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claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
11. Claims 4-8, 10-1 1 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kubula, in view of U.S. Patent No, 5,963,940 issued to Liddy (hereafter Liddy). 
Claims 4 and 10: 

Regarding Claim 4, Kubula disclose the method wherein the ranking the ones of the 
topics includes: ranks to the ones of the topics based on a number of the documents with which 
the ones of the topics are associated (Kubula: col. 8, Ins. 11-16). 

Kubula does not explicitly disclose: assigning ranks. 

However, Liddy discloses: assigning ranks (Liddy: col. 21, Ins. 28-52). 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to incorporate the Liddy' s teaching of assigning ranks in the IdentiFinder system of 
Kubula. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to combine the Liddy' s method of assigning 
ranks in the Kubula' s teaching of utilizing an IdentiFinder system to be able to assign ranks to be 
able to utilize a ranking list and to better find the similarity (Liddy: col. 2, Ins. 58-63). 

Claim 10 is also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 4. 
Claims 5 and 17: 

Regarding Claim 5, Kubula and Liddy disclose the method further comprising: 
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ranking the ones of the topics based on a number of the documents with which the ones 
of the topics are associated (Kubula: col. 6, Ins. 42-49) and (Liddy: col. 24, Ins. 56-67; col. 25, 
Ins. 1-2). 

Claim 17 is also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 5. 
Claim 6: 

Regarding Claim 6, Kubula and Liddy disclose the method wherein when a first one of 
the ones of the topics, as a first topic, is associated with a majority of the documents in one of the 
clusters and a second one of the ones of the topics, as a second topic, is associated with less than 
the majority of the documents in the one of the clusters, the first topic is ranked higher than the 
second topic (Kubula: col. 14, Ins. 8-26) and (Liddy: col. 21, Ins. 59-67). 
Claim 7: 

Regarding Claim 7, Kubula and Liddy disclose the method wherein the ranking the ones 
of the topics includes: assigning higher ranks to first ones of the ones of the topics that are 
associated with larger numbers of the documents than second ones of the ones of the topics that 
are associated with smaller numbers of the documents (Kubula: col. 6, Ins. 42-49) and (Liddy: 
col. 33, Ins. 4-8, 1 1-26 and 65-67; col. 34, Ins. 1-9). 
Claim 8: 

Regarding Claim 8, Kubula and Liddy disclose the method wherein the forming labels 
includes: 

sorting the cluster lists based on the rankings of the ones of the topics (Liddy: col. 3, Ins. 

42-48). 
Claim 1 1 : 
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Regarding Claim 11, Kubula and Liddy disclose the system wherein the means for 
generating a label includes: 

means for sorting the one or more of the topics based on the ranking to form the label for 
the cluster (Liddy: col. 3, Ins. 42-48; col 25, Ins. 34-41). 

12. Claims 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Kubala. 
Claim 18: 

Regarding Claim 18, Kubula discloses a method for creating labels for clusters of 
documents, comprising: 

identifying topics associated with the documents in the clusters, as an Identifinder name- 
entity extraction system (Kubala: col. 6, Ins. 10-25; col. 8, Ins. 11-16); 

determining whether the topics are associated with a predetermined portion of the 
documents in the clusters, as a response is half-correct when the label is correct (Kubula: col. 5, 
Ins. 34-48; col. 8, Ins. 1 1-16); and 

generating labels for the clusters using ones of the topics that are associated with 
approximately half or more of the documents in the clusters, as to add more topics for the topic 
classifier (Kubula: col. 8, Ins. 11-16; col.14, Ins. 29-33; col. 15, Ins. 1-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to consider the Kubula 5 s teaching of 100 speaker populations out of 170 populations 
(in col. 5, Ins. 34-48) as a predetermined portion. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to 
utilize the Kubula' s teaching to exemplify a speaker population number as a "document portion" 
to enhance the query performance and result with a proficient outcome. 
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Claim 19: 

Regarding Claim 19, Kubula discloses the method wherein the predetermined portion of 
the documents is equal to approximately half of the documents (Kubula: col. 5, Ins. 34-48; col. 8, 
Ins. 11-16). 



13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Monica M. Pyo whose telephone number is 571-272-8192. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 6:30 - 3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached on 571-272-4146. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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